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EMABHEAXBEPRBESERS HF1EHE
R, W, T

VT E R SRR, TE B 750021
TR E LR SRR SR IR TR, JEaT 100089

WE: [ By ] B AR KW N0 A e e Ty =X, 0T 5 22 i ) 4 i T2 v T TR 22 R 4P Y
MRk TRt e ZREvERSE I o [ ik ] DAER 2 i R sURE, A AT 18 AR R I RN AN AN (] TR B
HWHE(NXU17-26 . UCD522FIUCD2610)A9 &, #|MH126S rDNA D1/D2IX J¥ 4153 #7 Fll Interdeltats £ [ i
BT 59 FEA T T B TR 1) Aol (] K b N RSP 08 X0, 3 SR 2 0 A S 22 95 8O0 AN () i 1 7 =X TR 7
BETRAR IO ZREVESET T A A L e [ 4551 ] AR R IR R BRI BT, Hhh R I %) i o o B b 8 P
T AR K. 26S rDNA D1/D2IX 751 73 M 44> S e vh 0 2 S 0 e B T8 S8 2 N IR 11, A SR & e rh 7y
B HEREA SRR, N ARBRIE BEEE (non-Saccharomyces); TR & BEH I BELE Z AR F AR &
P, A P PR T T R R R 1 R 4L A o Interdeltad§ SLES A HTRH, HEFPUCD2610/ R EH, &
5 UCD26 1020 S4Btk , HILH A Y H R 48.78%; #AINXU17-26 MIUCDS221 & e, KEBS
NXU17-26F1UCD522AH [R] A B[R B . SR80 M 3R, 088 F 4R UCD522 7% 18 A T4 1 B T ke 1) 1)
WAL 22 SRR 2B AENXU17-26F1UCD2610 % B H () B T B0 1 AR 1) 8t % 22 ke k. 2 RETE
TR R R, FEFUCD2610% i H BILH B FR(UCD2610) 75 & B ad 72 P o5 4 5 28 HE A b s 5 2 b
UCD522 % ¥ Hh 43 15 0 TR0 e B H A B i 1) 206, s bk 2R MR R 2, BRI R
R e B B b B o [ 4508 ] ey =% 18 20 i ) 2 A T rh B R TR 2 . DA R TR TS T B T
PRI AL ZAEPER R IR 2, W45 R 4 10 & I vh 0 B i i A 18 3 S

KEEIE: WA, PRWEERE, BB, SRR

AT RIS A R N R E . R cerevisiae) N TR AE K I A 4G AR PR R B
WHREHEYINS Y, DIV BEEE (Saccharomyces BB o S ) 2 T RS A P Al R P R S R R R

EEWAB: FEARPEEE(31960473); TERFGIHEAARMIIHE ; 75 XRHOR &I
"BIE{EZ . E-mail: yuesun86@126.com
YrkS B HEA: 2020-05-10; fEEIHHR: 2020-07-01; M4 HAREHA: 2020-12-14
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BRI, AR LA S 45 R TR RN AR 42 R & e (RP A R &
T o 19 AR T T 50 4 R i A 7 9 TR 1) R SR T A R AR
B E T Yok 56 U A R Bt 7 5 TR
R 2 H T 2 o ) T L I R AR A B A ] 5
LI o Al SRR A 1 A 7 e (o R A T 1Y) & 1 X
HY SR i T I HE 0 i I 722

AR R T A 7 ) 4 e T 3 R 5L A LR () by
BOXRE , AH TR R A, 2 580 4
0T I ANFRE o HE b A AT G i I ol 7245 3]
ARSI A R A (HiX—id
TR 23 3 BCAE A T 1) TR S5, DA T ) 5553 T 2 T 1
R . ANy, R R
JIT A A TR b 3 P T R R R A i R B I A TR
Mo (HAT AR AN, HeRh (0 BRI e Bk AE K et
PRI AR —E b6 5 S, B A PR R R B
SR TEG ST, AT ORI . 3558 BTk
R A R W R R, TR PR 0 R B R
T3 MR | A7 O ATE LB TR EH4%) |
PERPIRRE | R TR R AR A A R R
AN IR R T B T R A T A E 25 57, R
R v TR T B TR AR 22 A 1 L R T A e T ) A
WA b . BRI, 5B DNA 43 Fhric i B s
BRI PR IEA T X 2 B OC TR e, DA SE BT & It
PR RO o Interdelta 5 80E 1 i R B
Botle . Z8EFESFIA, IR )
TR PR 9 DX 00 AR AR VR 9T, o b DX TR
T P R A 0 R P R AR OO,

DRt , ASBFZE F ] Interdelta $i& 52 F 3 4 A XF
TR X R 220 A A B AR T A A A ]
PRV P B B MR NXU17-26, UCDS522 1 UCD2610
WL R P B BRI R S BRI AT 02, A A
SR TN 3 43 Tl Jh 2 v TR e 0 TR ok 1Y) 382 1 22
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FEE . FIH UPGMA B8 73 B i i A 5 FR 9 15 £F
WARI RSB R, @ TR R0 & i A
H TR G 1 19 20 A M i SO 20 A TR T £ 22
FEPEBEAT HEAE

| e & S

1.1 ARRE, R R AR

1.1.1 #H&EME: EZmaEE(TEENI7X):
¥% 210.00 g/L, PR 6.65 g/L, pH 3.99,

1.1.2  FEREEERE. NXU17-26 (FFYERRR, THK
SR g A T A e R A T A ) R S s AR
HRSLIR ), UCD522 (MU ik, £
o A 2 4 0 0 A o e R % - 2 T TR R T
PR L), UCD2610 (WA RE, 3¢ E K
B A T R R R B S A T TR R R AR
i rhiLy), UCD522 1 UCD2610 1 1 i BF T 1k
5 [ I P DA 2 B 4 S 70 A i 2 A i - A e T TR
RS A RN e i

1.1.3 S[#: 26S rDNA DI1/D2 XJF5514). i
FEALIIS 4 NL1 (5'-GCATATCAATAAGCGG
AGGAAAAG-3)#l NL4 (5-GGTCCGTGTTTCA
AGACGG-3'),

Interdelta §3E 5|9 : LAY delta 514
deltal2 (5-TCAACAATGGAATCCCAAC-3)fil delta2l
(5'-CATCTTAACACCGTATATGA-3"),

1.1.4 550 AR, O, BEEERR . Bl
AW, 1WA T AW A FE ) . NTPs
v e NEAEY AT Tag B AL 2Ny
YNTIDE

1.1.5 X% & . Wis TS SW-CI-2FD (FhM
LR THARARAT); AALE R4 SHP-150B
RUCH N AR AR A ) T E IR S
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GDH-100 (_ ¥ EIASE L AT FR 2 wl) 5 INX-26 (75
YUk B DAL b 2 PR R FE I A BR A |); PCR
1% 844-0069 (7 [ HE &= M AERIy A 7)) 42 E
ML 54X ChampGel 15000 (Jb 5T 88 A1 A}
FARAAD); BIKAL DYY-6C B(JLmis—A4Y)
BHEARA ).

1.1.6 $EFE. YEPD K53E3E(yeast extract peptone
dextrose medium): FEEERH 10 g/L (1%), K
20 g/L (2%), #iZ8E 20 g/L (2%), 7&48/K . 121 °C
K 20 min, %A1 100 mg/L B A5 Ho il 4
PRREFEIERTINA 20 g/L 2%)IBiE .

WL & 57 B ig 1% 5% JL (wallerstein laboratory
nutrient agar medium): F TREEEFR BRI IE A
4326098 pH % 6.5, 121 °C K 20 min, %0
100 mg/L T 2% .

1.2 HE KRB

ARGV E T 4 FRBEALEE, 3312 AR K
% | fERh P M AR NXU17-26 , U8 #R UCD522
FRE AR UCD2610 (1K 8% . FJCI A 5484
ST 28 DR E TE BRIRAS R EA TR B, R I
KRR 700 mL, BENACFR B 2 SRRV,
X TR R T 5, 2RI A S 5 2 R
b, B E A E R 10° CFU/mL. i i)
R T 25-28 °C 5 A& B , K ] COy R H IR
REESEREIEAT WS, SRR EAL/NTF 0.1 g
B0 K e
1.3 BEESE

TERBERSS 2, 4, 6 REPEUREI:PEf 716
MiRE, BEHCEE A ROR VR A T WL KigR 0k b
OMAFEEFR 100 mg/L, $0 i 20 18 F 85 14 1 A K,
28 °C §55% 3 d, MREEWEEFMIEEARRE, &

ASIHPkIE 20 B EE AT B TR AL,
2ol Ab R PR T T 20%000 JC Bl F-20 °C
TR

1.4 DNA $#H

DNA HJ$2BCR F A S ib i RE S
1.5 TEREE 26S rDNA D1/D2 X 545"

514 NL1 F1 NL4 4 0.5 uL, 10xEasy Tap
Buffer 2.5 uL, 2.5 mmol/L dNTPs 2 uL., 10xEasy
Tap Buffer Polymerase 0.25 uL, FHEFE DNA AR
1 uL, il ddH,O % 25 pL., PCR § #4544: 95 °C
5 min; 94 °C 1 min, 52 °C 1 min, 72 °C 80 s,
36 MEH; 72 °C 8 min, PCR ¥4 2%I ig b
BERS VKA TR S, HUE 110 V, HLIE 90 mA,
i E] 24 30 min, SR 4% PCR =436 A= T AE 4 TR
() B A BR 2 wI A
1.6 FREEEREH) Interdelta 580 B4

519 deltal2 1 delta2l 4% 0.5 uL, 10xHiFi
buffer I 2.5 uL, 2.5 mmol/L dNTPs 2 pL, 10xHiFi
DNA Polymerase 0.25 uL, iz £ T DNA Fitl 1 uL,
Jin ddH,0 % 25 pL. PCR ¥ 14 451 94 °C 2 min;
94°C30s, 56°C30s, 72°C90s, 35 MEH;
72 °C 10 min, PCR /¥4 2% 35l HHEE R i vk i
Frksse, K 100 V, HUTE 90 mA, I ]2 40 min,
JHBEIE AR SO EE AR

X} Interdelta PCR Hiyk 1S #4748, 4
FRENE B . Jo DNA A4 alic <17 F<0”
HATGIT X, AL BHEAERE, SR NTsys 2.10e
REARAEHEA T A A AR 2980 (unweighted pair
group method with arithmetic mean, UPGMA)#4) &
R DG TIPS T B T R 1) 3R 98k B 0,

http://journals.im.ac.cn/actamicrocn
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1.7 BEEALH B 117 DEEREERTETS, HAP UCD2610 KB4

fdiJ[f] Office 2007 #l SPSS Statistics V19.0
(IBM Inc., Chicago, IL, USA)XI IS EURE 4T
BT 22081, K Ducan R 5 5 75(P<0.05),
22 B B4 f  Origin 8.1,

2 HERFPAT

2.1 REEZK

I CO, KRB LM LR, K 1 AR
SR AL PR R T I 28 (CO, B KRB FR). M
REEM&AT LLEH, A UCDS22 FiE: fh
UCD2610 Y A& [T Z AR 0L, TR BERY 56 3 KA
4 R R TR, #EFD NXU17-26 By &
JERZ s BIRRTEMN KB RN V2%, 1E K
55 5 A 6 R & e B b
2.2 BRI B SIS

2 WL Bi3e 5w b ey, AR R
B 112 ARV, FERN NX 11424 K70 B
2 114 ARV, HAh UCDS22 KB 73 B
301
25 -~ Spontaneous fermentations
-=-NXU17-26
-%x-UCD2610

—
[}
T

Weight loss of CO,/g
o

W
®
-3

(=]

1. EMARIRAERSERAER CO, KB/
Figure 1. Comparison of CO, weight loss curves of
different fermentation. The standard deviation reflects
the dispersion of CO, weight loss per day (until the end

of fermentation) in different fermentation treatments.

actamicro@im.ac.cn

BSE] 113 EERE RS . A 26S rDNA D1/D2
X Fe 3o i, #9577 50 UL LE 99%—100% 5 U
FYEEREREAIAEE . AWTFEXT 4 N RBEPrE 2
456 INFEFNTR AT T HOE 2 4E ST 6 JE 11 R,
RVEE/IMB 22 R (Candida humili) . 5857 TA f80GEH
l%+} (Hanseniaspora uvarum) . H. guilliermondii |
H. meyeri . Kazachstania hellenica . FEW A&y [ L)
(Metschnikowia pulcherrima). Metschnikowia aff.
48 S o W BE (Pichia
kudriavzevii) . v &4 IRIERE (P, kluyveri) FITRTE
PERE(S. cerevisiae)., b, EIRK M7 BRI £F
£ S5JE o6 Ry, Bl C humili. K. hellenica . H. uvarum .
Metschnikowia aff. P. kudriavzevii # P. kluyveri,
RO S BB B BRE 5 e NXU17-26 194 1% b 43
E 3] 3 FEEEE P kluyveri, Metschnikowia sp. FIR
WREEE; Hefl UCDS22 (kB3 3 Fhiehs
H. uvarum . M. pulcherrima IR EEEE; &7
UCD2610 B9 & 18412 2] 3 #M¥ett H. guilliermondii |
M. pulcherrima FTRIE L)

ANTR] 2 P Ak P T B TR b | R A E ]
255, EIR K I AR TR PR A L A8 32 ey T A
R D)o RPN, B R IFR BT 53R R
PE v S PRI T R Y LU )28 T e, TR T B 2
i S AL S8 RS A . R R R
Feff UCD2610 By &M, T I A Bt = T
oAt K 18 o
2.3 PR EERE AR AR R B R A AT

Interdelta 45 2 135 R 52 A [A] TR AR 19 X 43
AR Interdelta $5 40 ] T 47 A X PR TG e B
AR HE D B R AT 0 A, DA 38 AN () i PR R oy o
Fo BB, T A ) 2k 1 O 2 R 1 B T PR 2

Metschnikowia sp. .
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FEPEAT IO, A AR A IR Aol I rh 2 43 5 5]
90 AR R FRTR VK, 48 Interdelta 482 &3 AP
AR FEF B o315, Sk 13 Fh Sk PR R Ap
13 ARA [] B TR PG B TR AR , BR AN Y NXU17-26.,
UCDS522 Ml UCD2610 3 FREEEELIAN, 43553
10 BRA - ERE IR (K 2), 454G Inerdelta FIZRE2E
SIRTES AT UE , YEKICEE B 0.61 B, 4388
H P U A B UCD522 1Y & b i) 5 ik R A
(NXU19-12, NXU29-22, NXU19-13, NXU29-21
I NXU29-23)# R y—2 . 14325 A AR K i

P18 TR G R T e 1) gt 4% 25 S MR K o

13 N3 R RUAE 45 2 TR 3 10 o A1 15 Bl ] 3
JR o AWFRAEA R (3R T rh, eSS )
PR e o 2 5 7 2 50 A R AR R, (HX
S i B ) R IR RN R 25 0 . D M TR PR
NXU17-26 1Y & B b AL Bg th 24 PREPTEEL), &
Lok 3 A LR BRI (NXUI8-01 . NXU28-15 i
NXU28-16), NXUI8-01 &% [ ffi $ iz £k,
HIERR G R 45.83% (11/24); HERMEURE R
UCDS522 B & B L3 B i 25 PRERI WL, I

#1. BEEAETREABEELIE Y LA
Table 1. The proportion of yeasts in different fermentation
2d 4d 6d

Yeast species

A B C D A B C D A B C D
Pichia 7.42% 1091% 0 9.26% 50.00% 0 0 0 12.20% O 0 0
Metschnikowia 7.42% 3.62% 3.12% 3.07% O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hanseniaspora 85.16% 84.38% 90.86% 80.26% 50.00% 13.64% 8.71% O 14.83% 0 0 0
Candida 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27.84% 0 0 0
Kazachstania 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45.13% 0 0 0
S. cerevisiae 0 1.09% 6.02% 7.41% O 86.36% 91.29% 100.00% 0 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

A: spontaneous fermentation; B: inoculated with NXU17-26; C: inoculated with UCD522; D: inoculated with UCD2610.

NXU18-01
NXUI19-12
NXU29-22
NXUI19-13
NXU29-21
NXU29-23
NXU20-14
UCD2610
NXU28-16
NXU30-19
UCD522
NXU28-15
NXU30-18
NXU17-26

0.61
Coefficient

0.21 0.41

2.
Figurre 2.

0.80

1.00

BB B £ 7Y Interdelta 15 8L E 1% UPGMA %
The UPGMA cluster of Interdelta fingerprinting patterns of S. cerevisiae strains.

http://journals.im.ac.cn/actamicrocn
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BNXU30-18
100 BNXU28-15
90| b ONXU30-19

80 f [
701 f
60 |
50 ¢ [
40 r i
30
20 ¢ [
10 1 i

4 ENXU28-16
8NXU29-23
BNXU29-21
aNXU19-13
BNXU29-22
BNXU19-12
nNXU18-01
8UCD2610/NXU20-14
mUCDS522
aoNXU17-26

S. cerevisiael/%

Dynamic changes of genotypes of

3. EMARIEDIREESMERENTSTN

Figure 3. Dynamic changes of S. cerevisiae genotypes

during inoculated fermentations. B: inoculated with
NXU17-26; C: inoculated with UCD522; D: inoculated
with UCD2610.

H S FPIERAI(NXUL9-12, NXU29-22 . NXU19-13,
NXU29-21 I NXU29-23), NXU29-21 &Kkl
PSR, JERAL G H R 36.00% (9/25); H2F
Mg AR AR UCD2610 B & I rh 73 B H 41 PRI 1
B, R R 3 FPILEA(NXU20-14, NXU30-19
I NXU30-18), H AR NXU20-14 5 B iy
UCD2610 H. A A [F] 5 F 7Y, 56 KR (55 LR 48.78%
(20/41), #ERN NXU17-26 F1 UCD522 Bk B,
R IE NXU17-26 F1 UCDS522 A [F] Y 3 K 7Y
AR A PR Sy 2 T 3o A o B A A T B IR o A
e 1, BN R P LSRR, e Rh B BRI
T REA R 2 3 T A MR UCD2610 & %
H, UCD2610 i EFHif7, XA[HES UCD2610
JERE R TEARA Lo

2.4 FREEER ZHEEFREK

Ry S G b 3 BT SR i T AR 4 AR A T T TR
T RE TR Z AR, B 3 AR K b o3 1
(1990 AR e BF 1) ZAEPE AR BOH T AT T LK
mZk 2 R, 90 SRR EE LR E I AT
11 (3+5+3)Fh LRI, DA PR RO 5 00 8 3 B T
PREEE 2 0] 1 F R R s A 2R (%)Y, R
UCDS522 & Wik /5 vp 40 55 B TR IS 9 Bk 119 22 285 17K
Wt A R R 20% (5/25) ;3R UCD2610
R T b R v 3 B R TG R 1) 22 S KO AR
Y ZREME R 7.3% (3/41). 3 AN K EEH 4 B TR
Wl B R 8. BeFh UCD2610>#:Fh
NXU17-26>3F UCD522, 3 H0nT L e
B YRR AR RIS, LSRR B,
NS A RERD UCD2610 14 % P 3t e Hh A ) ik P Y
TR PG P B 1 AT AN 57, IR, 4 UCD2610
R B HE AR (UCD2610)1E K 1 3t A2 b o 3
BN AT o R UCDS522 % B 43 B8 AR TR
% EE ) Shannon $8 8K F R NXU17-26 4%
Filt UCD2610 Hr 43 25 B BRI [ B, Shannon 45 458K
K, ULHIHERD UCDS522 % M Hp FR I I B b A 1)
REK R B L (FE 2). Simpson 85 B T A [q] JE
PRI R TR PG [ B ) AR TP BE 8 NXU17-26 4z f
UCD2610 &Y Simpson FEEC(EAAML, R
UCD522 & 1) Simpson 8 (i T HoAth g 4
KRR 2), WULBHEER NXU17-26 FliERD

R2. TRIAERBOEGMEESHMEEY
Table 2. Diversity indices of S. cerevisiae population of different ferments
Different Number of Number of .. . Berger-Parker Shannon index Simpson index
L . Biodiversitya/% . .

ferments S. cerevisiae isolates interdelta patterns dominance index  (H") D)
NXU17-26 24 3 12.50 0.4583 1.5157 0.6354
UCD522 25 5 20.00 0.3600 2.0621 0.7360
UCD2610 41 3 7.30 0.4878 1.4906 0.6234

actamicro@im.ac.cn
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UCD2610 % 1 it Ao A (] 5 R 25 R e 5 f1) 42
HRRREE R/NFEARAIA], MEFD UCDS22 & Il 2
H AN [R] 3 R 75 R R i 4 P R R

3 itig

ASCHFFE T AN ) A I 28 B (Fe P A 15 R
R W) W R 22 T e e T i T P TR R TR PR 24
PEBIRZI o AR K FP 23 v 1A T B 1 AR R o P
AR R AR AR Y, e E T A LA
XA HIET, AT, AR KRS R
R Eg SRR R R AR R A SR R, LR A AR R
WA - R R I AR e 4 ), A 2 B P
e Ry EROTG BE BE (NXU17-26 . UCD522 Al
UCD2610)52 0, R, iz 75 %o 38 A 4 R 1
PRIREA TR STk, X K R 3 B A AR L T
BER ST T 0 L R, Al R ST A A ]
D0 RAS - P B P R B At DR AP 3R B A L e B
T IR A 2 R

R RN sl R, JE A ]
BRI . b Z AR MR SE Ry o AR AT A
FERI, IR AR R I w0 A T v 1 £ o5 4
SHUAL, TR S IR R RO LR R .
6 S5 S TN O 1 R A AR R TR o R e TR B
PR R AT T 70 1 AR 8 I TR ST IR A T A I8
T ARG B AR AL AL, WEST R B, WEEE
J& (Saccharomyces)BEtE & A SR KT G BIH) £ %
PR, KRR ORI R o Elena SEXTRE
A 1 4 F R R T 3 R v A T B D e 1) 2 4
Pk fr T O 5T, SR RN, K BEERL
Hanseniaspa . Issatchenkia M Candida LR

B, RTE P AN A I AR £ 1Y AR
AW FTAE A SR K BB M R W] Hanseniaspora
uvarum APHER , KEEARWLL Candida humili F
Kazachstania hellenica 7 &, AR R FEHIF
RO BT Y . A ORI A R A TR T 1 £
ATRESR FBRIE T B AS A A R S, AT
FEHY A AR A A o3 B 2 B LR R R, TR
JEH TR IR ARSI 5 25 P REATRY, Tl ]
ISR 2ot vy P K TR AL B, N2z et e v B A
A R PR TRTR P B I 0 3 4, T B A PR
WEREZ 3] TG . sk, FEr3E b, Candida
humili 5§ Kazachstania hellenica [R5 5% 5 7
WA E Kazachstania W5y 32 b, PIEHARIAZE
F Kazachstania J&"' . C. humilis J&—Fp /NN G 4
(TR RECC, RS B 1 4 e S TRt S ) o Xl
W EEEE C. humilis M Kazachstania hellenica )33
8RR VL SR TR SR A TS, AT — 2D 4R
FEHIT KT B 77 KA LA R R BT IR
WrFER ], RIAEAEREAR R B S B0 T
B A R T A A R I PP BE R B R 1 T
J1, HRARWE &AL RE HAEE
FERPRDIBEEE RC212 (1% 78 LG 14 3 2 & T 3 A
PR R R S S A2 AL, A5 ARR B, TR R T
A, 4R R R RC212 FF3A RIHAR
SR TE AL, EB R AW A I A & s 3 T
AT I Ao el AN [ 8 2% R 1 TG T 5 1Y
R BRI A R TR TR BE TR AR VEREA T TAESE,
B8 IR X0 75 I 4 o %) TR P B R A I K I R R AL
PP, Vigentini Z5UE A JTF0 B TR R (14
PV R EA T AT, R R T 3 R R A T IR A )
W e A TR IR R I R S,

http://journals.im.ac.cn/actamicrocn
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MAE BT, KB FEAS S th e Fl i i Ik B B 2 5
SERAY o ABFFE R, FEHEFP NXU17-26 1 UCD522
B & BRI, REZBLE NXU17-26 fil UCD522 #f
[ () S R, 3 Sl A I RE 5 A L R RE ] 1Y 5
FRAAK, JEEWFE AT 8 2 W58 A [F] R 1
PR R A R T R I R BELRE 40N L0 1% A B R
WEE AR R BE I R A R o Ak, A A TR
£ NXU18-01 I NXU29-21 78 AH W 14 % [ v L 20
H R 1) R TR RE I A4 7, 38 X AR - R
£ NXU18-01 F1 NXU29-21 BRI H-E B SE, A
LHRAT 3 512 b DX R o o R 2 e T R AN R

A [v) T B TR PR Y R s R AE e 25 57, U
WEARRIE 45 T v I B TR AR =2 [ B A B P
AFTAIE o W8 A e Bl AR A SRR o v [ A A1
SrE BRI R, I SR SR Ly
SE A 202830 Villalba 25Xt 18 4N [ g
AEEREHEAT T 504, 85 R B, Wk T delbrueckii
NPCC 1033 (TAKT j= A= )% BT 43 Ji W 5 i A
K76 W B /e B Satora 2538 i BEAL g
A T B AR A S S T A= 7 X ) 25 G TS Dk 2B
YIRS T, RUITESAER AT, Frortr
F14) I A% TR AR A A T 1 7 S G B (L
B H AL B AR 7 R AR DY FE A
R, W8 R EEREBE NS 10 i 25 % 78 H 3 2
Bl HT G BE AR AV, 1 e 2 XU A
A Y L, 43 S A T S M X
(7R - W R REAE oMb 2B 7= B AR, T AT 2K
Bij 1A i B R A A RS S, PRUIE R A IE H
11, 5w A 4G T XU S TR 3 S B A > A (Y
A .

actamicro@im.ac.cn

AW LA Z A ROR, BT T AR R
TR R A AN (] R T % TR PR R I, 3 o %o P B
R IS RN P B DA R 38 A% 2 R AT 40 A, U
52T ) K 1 7 Ok B D R Rl 2 AR A
L, (RIS [R] PR R A R T Ao R R
WEBE (35t i Z R A fE W] i 25 5% . 26S tDNA
D1/D2 X4 53 B 3 5 B T B TR 4858 8 6 )&
117, BREEED S EEEA 58 6 i, ¥
AR TR RS R I Y R 2 R R T
HAR K, 359 ph TG I A0 198 I R B 4
o BEAN, AW R AEHERN R I, $ERh T
(TR P2 Bk AN — 2 S A N R I R P I S5 TR A
WAESERN NXU17-26 Fl UCD522 By R B, Ko
B H) 5 NXU17-26 Fll UCD522 AH R AYFER AL, A
- ERIE BERE NXU18-01 F1 NXU29-21 7EHMI I Y &
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Yeasts diversity of inoculated and spontaneous fermentations
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Abstract: [Objective] To explore the effects of spontaneous and inoculated wine fermentations on the yeast
diversity and genetic diversity of Saccharomyces cerevisiae. [Methods] Spontaneous and inoculated fermentations
were conducted with Chardonnay using different S. cerevisiae strains of NXU17-26, UCD522 and UCD2610. We
used 26S rDNA D1/D2 sequence analysis and Interdelta fingerprint to distinguish the yeasts at interspecific and
intraspecific levels, respectively. The diversity of S. cerevisiae strains was analysed by cluster analysis and diversity
index. [Results] The fermentation curve of spontaneous fermentation was relatively smooth, and the fermentation
speed of inoculated fermentations was significantly faster than spontaneous fermentation. The isolated yeasts were
identified as 6 genera and 11 species with 6 species of 5 genera of non-Saccharomyces in spontancous fermentation.
The yeast diversity in inoculated fermentation was far lower than that in spontaneous fermentation, which was
composed of Saccharomyces cerevisiae and two non-Saccharomyces. UCD2610 dominated the corresponding
fermentation and its genotype accounted for 48.78%; while in the fermentation inoculated with NXU17-26 and
UCDS522, we didn’t find the same genotype as them. Genetic differences between Saccharomyces cerevisiae strains
isolated from UCDS522 fermentation were small, while obvious in NXU17-26 and UCD2610 fermentations.
Diversity index results showed that UCD2610 showed a more prominent position in the fermentation;
Saccharomyces cerevisiae strains isolated in UCDS522 fermentation showed a higher diversity, and there were more
unknown factors affecting the population diversity and the concentration of different genotypes of Saccharomyces
cerevisiae. [Conclusion] Fermentation methods have a significant effect on the yeast diversity and the genetic
diversity of Saccharomyces cerevisiae strains. This study provides reference for the control of microorganisms

during wine fermentation.
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